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methamphetamines, and launching a new ef-
fort against heroin.

And finally, we will stop the revolving door
between drugs and crime by expanding test-
ing and treatment of prisoners and parolees.
Our prisons simply must not be allowed to
become finishing schools for a life of crime.

A study released by the Justice Depart-
ment today confirms that our policy of testing
and treatment is working. It shows that Fed-
eral inmates who received drug treatment
were 73 percent less likely to be re-arrested
and 44 percent less likely to test positive for
drugs in the first 6 months after their release
than those who did not receive treatment.
Not too long ago, there were some who said
our fight against drugs and crime was hope-
lessly lost. Well, crime has fallen every year
for the last 5 years, and now the tide is turn-
ing against drugs.

With this comprehensive strategy, I am
confident that we can build a stronger drug-
free America for the 21st century.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 5:20 p.m. on
February 13 at the Wyndham Hotel in Philadel-
phia, PA, for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on February
14.

Remarks at the Pentagon in
Arlington, Virginia
February 17, 1998

Thank you very much, Mr. Vice President,
for your remarks and your leadership. Thank
you, Secretary Cohen, for the superb job you
have done here at the Pentagon and on this
most recent, very difficult problem. Thank
you, General Shelton, for being the right per-
son at the right time. Thank you, General
Ralston, and the members of the Joint
Chiefs, General Zinni, Secretary Albright,
Secretary Slater, DCI Tenet, Mr. Bowles,
Mr. Berger. Senator Robb, thank you for
being here, and Congressman Skelton, thank
you very much, and for your years of service
to America and your passionate patriotism,
both of you, and to the members of our
Armed Forces and others who work here to
protect our national security.

I have just received a very fine briefing
from our military leadership on the status of

our forces in the Persian Gulf. Before I left
the Pentagon I wanted to talk to you and
all those whom you represent, the men and
women of our military. You, your friends, and
your colleagues are on the frontlines of this
crisis in Iraq. I want you and I want the
American people to hear directly from me
what is at stake for America in the Persian
Gulf; what we are doing to protect the peace,
the security, the freedom we cherish; why
we have taken the position we have taken.

I was thinking, as I sat up here on the
platform, of the slogan that the First Lady
gave me for her project on the millennium,
which was: Remembering the past and imag-
ining the future. Now, for that project, that
means preserving the Star-Spangled Banner
and the Declaration of Independence and
the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, and
it means making an unprecedented commit-
ment to medical research and to get the best
of the new technology. But that’s not a bad
slogan for us when we deal with more sober,
more difficult, more dangerous matters.

Those who have questioned the United
States in this moment, I would argue, are
living only in the moment. They have neither
remembered the past nor imagined the fu-
ture. So, first, let’s just take a step back and
consider why meeting the threat posed by
Saddam Hussein is important to our security
in the new era we are entering.

This is a time of tremendous promise for
America. The superpower confrontation has
ended on every continent; democracy is se-
curing for more and more people the basic
freedoms we Americans have come to take
for granted. Bit by bit, the information age
is chipping away at the barriers, economic,
political, and social, that once kept people
locked in and freedom and prosperity locked
out.

But for all our promise, all our oppor-
tunity, people in this room know very well
that this is not a time free from peril, espe-
cially as a result of reckless acts of outlaw
nations and an unholy axis of terrorists, drug
traffickers, and organized international crimi-
nals. We have to defend our future from
these predators of the 21st century. They
feed on the free flow of information and
technology. They actually take advantage of
the freer movement of people, information,
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and ideas. And they will be all the more lethal
if we allow them to build arsenals of nuclear,
chemical, and biological weapons and the
missiles to deliver them. We simply cannot
allow that to happen.

There is no more clear example of this
threat than Saddam Hussein’s Iraq. His re-
gime threatens the safety of his people, the
stability of his region, and the security of all
the rest of us.

I want the American people to understand,
first, the past: How did this crisis come
about? And I want them to understand what
we must do to protect the national interest
and, indeed, the interest of all freedom-lov-
ing people in the world.

Remember, as a condition of the cease-
fire after the Gulf war, the United Nations
demanded—not the United States, the
United Nations demanded—and Saddam
Hussein agreed to declare within 15 days—
this is way back in 1991—within 15 days his
nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons
and the missiles to deliver them, to make a
total declaration. That’s what he promised to
do.

The United Nations set up a special com-
mission of highly trained international ex-
perts, called UNSCOM, to make sure that
Iraq made good on that commitment. We
had every good reason to insist that Iraq dis-
arm. Saddam had built up a terrible arsenal,
and he had used it, not once but many times.
In a decade-long war with Iran, he used
chemical weapons against combatants,
against civilians, against a foreign adversary,
and even against his own people. And during
the Gulf war, Saddam launched Scuds
against Saudi Arabia, Israel, and Bahrain.

Now, instead of playing by the very rules
he agreed to at the end of the Gulf war, Sad-
dam has spent the better part of the past
decade trying to cheat on this solemn com-
mitment. Consider just some of the facts.
Iraq repeatedly made false declarations
about the weapons that it had left in its pos-
session after the Gulf war. When UNSCOM
would then uncover evidence that gave lie
to those declarations, Iraq would simply
amend the reports. For example, Iraq revised
its nuclear declarations 4 times within just
14 months, and it has submitted six different

biological warfare declarations, each of which
has been rejected by UNSCOM.

In 1995, Hussein Kamel, Saddam’s son-
in-law and the chief organizer of Iraq’s weap-
ons of mass destruction program, defected
to Jordan. He revealed that Iraq was continu-
ing to conceal weapons and missiles and the
capacity to build many more. Then and only
then did Iraq admit to developing numbers
of weapons in significant quantities and
weapons stocks. Previously it had vehemently
denied the very thing it just simply admitted
once Saddam Hussein’s son-in-law defected
to Jordan and told the truth.

Now, listen to this. What did it admit? It
admitted, among other things, an offensive
biological warfare capability, notably 5,000
gallons of botulinum, which causes botulism;
2,000 gallons of anthrax; 25 biological-filled
Scud warheads; and 157 aerial bombs. And
I might say, UNSCOM inspectors believe
that Iraq has actually greatly understated its
production. As if we needed further con-
firmation, you all know what happened to his
son-in-law when he made the untimely deci-
sion to go back to Iraq.

Next, throughout this entire process, Iraqi
agents have undermined and undercut
UNSCOM. They’ve harassed the inspectors,
lied to them, disabled monitoring cameras,
literally spirited evidence out of the back
doors of suspect facilities as inspectors
walked through the front door, and our peo-
ple were there observing it and have the pic-
tures to prove it.

Despite Iraq’s deceptions UNSCOM has,
nevertheless, done a remarkable job. Its in-
spectors, the eyes and ears of the civilized
world, have uncovered and destroyed more
weapons of mass destruction capacity than
was destroyed during the Gulf war. This in-
cludes nearly 40,000 chemical weapons,
more than 100,000 gallons of chemical weap-
ons agents, 48 operational missiles, 30 war-
heads specifically fitted for chemical and bio-
logical weapons, and a massive biological
weapons facility at Al Hakam equipped to
produce anthrax and other deadly agents.

Over the past few months, as they have
come closer and closer to rooting out Iraq’s
remaining nuclear capacity, Saddam has un-
dertaken yet another gambit to thwart their
ambition by imposing debilitating conditions

VerDate 20-JAN-98 08:57 Feb 25, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00001 Frm 00008 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PICKUP\P08FE4.018 INET03



271Administration of William J. Clinton, 1998 / Feb. 17

on the inspectors and declaring key sites
which have still not been inspected off limits,
including, I might add, one palace in Bagh-
dad more than 2,600 acres large. By compari-
son—when you hear all this business about
‘‘Presidential sites reflect our sovereignty;
why do you want to come into a resi-
dence?’’—the White House complex is 18
acres, so you’ll have some feel for this. One
of these Presidential sites is about the size
of Washington, DC. That’s about—how
many acres did you tell me it was—40,000
acres. We’re not talking about a few rooms
here with delicate personal matters involved.

It is obvious that there is an attempt here,
based on the whole history of this operation
since 1991, to protect whatever remains of
his capacity to produce weapons of mass de-
struction, the missiles to deliver them, and
the feedstocks necessary to produce them.
The UNSCOM inspectors believe that Iraq
still has stockpiles of chemical and biological
munitions, a small force of Scud-type mis-
siles, and the capacity to restart quickly its
production program and build many, many
more weapons.

Now, against that background, let us re-
member the past, here. It is against that
background that we have repeatedly and un-
ambiguously made clear our preference for
a diplomatic solution. The inspection system
works. The inspection system has worked in
the face of lies, stonewalling, obstacle after
obstacle after obstacle. The people who have
done that work deserve the thanks of civ-
ilized people throughout the world. It has
worked.

That is all we want. And if we can find
a diplomatic way to do what has to be done,
to do what he promised to do at the end
of the Gulf war, to do what should have been
done within 15 days—within 15 days of the
agreement at the end of the Gulf war—if we
can find a diplomatic way to do that, that
is by far our preference. But to be a genuine
solution and not simply one that glosses over
the remaining problem, a diplomatic solution
must include or meet a clear, immutable,
reasonable, simple standard: Iraq must agree,
and soon, to free, full, unfettered access to
these sites, anywhere in the country. There
can be no dilution or diminishment of the

integrity of the inspection system that
UNSCOM has put in place.

Now, those terms are nothing more or less
than the essence of what he agreed to at the
end of the Gulf war. The Security Council
many times since has reiterated this standard.
If he accepts them, force will not be nec-
essary. If he refuses or continues to evade
his obligation through more tactics of delay
and deception, he, and he alone, will be to
blame for the consequences.

I ask all of you to remember the record
here: what he promised to do within 15 days
of the end of the Gulf war, what he repeat-
edly refused to do, what we found out in ’95,
what the inspectors have done against all
odds.

We have no business agreeing to any reso-
lution of this that does not include free, un-
fettered access to the remaining sites by peo-
ple who have integrity and proven com-
petence in the inspection business. That
should be our standard. That’s what
UNSCOM has done, and that’s why I have
been fighting for it so hard. That’s why the
United States should insist upon it.

Now let’s imagine the future. What if he
fails to comply and we fail to act, or we take
some ambiguous third route which gives him
yet more opportunities to develop this pro-
gram of weapons of mass destruction and
continue to press for the release of the sanc-
tions and continue to ignore the solemn com-
mitments that he made? Well, he will con-
clude that the international community has
lost its will. He will then conclude that he
can go right on and do more to rebuild an
arsenal of devastating destruction. And some
day, some way, I guarantee you, he’ll use the
arsenal. And I think every one of you who
has really worked on this for any length of
time believes that, too.

Now, we have spent several weeks building
up our forces in the Gulf and building a coali-
tion of like-minded nations. Our force pos-
ture would not be possible without the sup-
port of Saudi Arabia, of Kuwait, Bahrain, the
GCC States, and Turkey. Other friends and
allies have agreed to provide forces, bases,
or logistical support, including the United
Kingdom, Germany, Spain and Portugal,
Denmark and The Netherlands, Hungary
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and Poland and the Czech Republic, Argen-
tina, Iceland, Australia, New Zealand, and
our friends and neighbors in Canada. That
list is growing, not because anyone wants
military action but because there are people
in this world who believe the United Nations
resolution should mean something, because
they understand what UNSCOM has
achieved, because they remember the past,
and because they can imagine what the fu-
ture will be, depending on what we do now.

If Saddam rejects peace and we have to
use force, our purpose is clear: We want to
seriously diminish the threat posed by Iraq’s
weapons of mass destruction program. We
want to seriously reduce his capacity to
threaten his neighbors. I am quite confident
from the briefing I have just received from
our military leaders that we can achieve the
objectives and secure our vital strategic inter-
ests.

Let me be clear: A military operation can-
not destroy all the weapons of mass destruc-
tion capacity. But it can and will leave him
significantly worse off than he is now in terms
of the ability to threaten the world with these
weapons or to attack his neighbors. And he
will know that the international community
continues to have the will to act if and when
he threatens again.

Following any strike, we will carefully
monitor Iraq’s activities with all the means
at our disposal. If he seeks to rebuild his
weapons of mass destruction we will be pre-
pared to strike him again. The economic
sanctions will remain in place until Saddam
complies fully with all U.N. resolutions.

Consider this: Already these sanctions
have denied him $110 billion. Imagine how
much stronger his armed forces would be
today, how many more weapons of mass de-
struction operations he would have hidden
around the country if he had been able to
spend even a small fraction of that amount
for a military rebuilding.

We will continue to enforce a no-fly zone
from the southern suburbs of Baghdad to the
Kuwait border and in northern Iraq, making
it more difficult for Iraq to walk over Kuwait
again or threaten the Kurds in the north.

Now, let me say to all of you here, as all
of you know, the weightiest decision any
President ever has to make is to send our

troops into harm’s way. And force can never
be the first answer. But sometimes it’s the
only answer.

You are the best prepared, best equipped,
best trained fighting force in the world. And
should it prove necessary for me to exercise
the option of force, your commanders will
do everything they can to protect the safety
of all the men and women under their com-
mand. No military action, however, is risk-
free. I know that the people we may call upon
in uniform are ready. The American people
have to be ready as well.

Dealing with Saddam Hussein requires
constant vigilance. We have seen that con-
stant vigilance pays off, but it requires con-
stant vigilance. Since the Gulf war we have
pushed back every time Saddam has posed
a threat. When Baghdad plotted to assas-
sinate former President Bush, we struck hard
at Iraq’s intelligence headquarters. When
Saddam threatened another invasion by
massing his troops in Kuwait, along the Ku-
waiti border in 1994, we immediately de-
ployed our troops, our ships, our planes, and
Saddam backed down. When Saddam force-
fully occupied Irbil in northern Iraq, we
broadened our control over Iraq’s skies by
extending the no-fly zone.

But there is no better example, again I say,
than the U.N. weapons inspections system
itself. Yes, he has tried to thwart it in every
conceivable way. But the discipline, deter-
mination, the year-in, year-out effort of these
weapons inspectors is doing the job. And we
seek to finish the job.

Let there be no doubt, we are prepared
to act. But Saddam Hussein could end this
crisis tomorrow, simply by letting the weap-
ons inspectors complete their mission. He
made a solemn commitment to the inter-
national community to do that and to give
up his weapons of mass destruction a long
time ago, now. One way or the other, we
are determined to see that he makes good
on his own promise.

Saddam Hussein’s Iraq reminds us of what
we learned in the 20th century and warns
us of what we must know about the 21st.
In this century we learned through harsh ex-
perience that the only answer to aggression
and illegal behavior is firmness, determina-
tion, and, when necessary, action. In the next
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century, the community of nations may see
more and more the very kind of threat Iraq
poses now: a rogue state with weapons of
mass destruction, ready to use them or pro-
vide them to terrorists, drug traffickers, or
organized criminals, who travel the world
among us unnoticed.

If we fail to respond today, Saddam and
all those who would follow in his footsteps
will be emboldened tomorrow by the knowl-
edge that they can act with impunity, even
in the face of a clear message from the
United Nations Security Council and clear
evidence of a weapons of mass destruction
program. But if we act as one, we can safe-
guard our interests and send a clear message
to every would-be tyrant and terrorist that
the international community does have the
wisdom and the will and the way to protect
peace and security in a new era.

That is the future I ask you all to imagine.
That is the future I ask our allies to imagine.
If we look at the past and imagine that future,
we will act as one together. And we still have,
God willing, a chance to find a diplomatic
resolution to this and, if not, God willing,
a chance to do the right thing for our children
and grandchildren.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:37 p.m. in the
auditorium. In his remarks, he referred to Presi-
dent Saddam Hussein of Iraq.

Remarks Honoring the 1997 World
Series Champion Florida Marlins
February 17, 1998

The President. Well, welcome to the
White House. Mr. Smiley; Mr. Leyland; glad
to be joined by the executive director of the
players association, Don Fehr; Congressman
Deutsch; Congressman Foley; Congressman
Wexler. I think I should also say—I see my
EPA Administrator, Carol Browner, here.
You should know that this administration has
three members—along with Carol Browner,
Attorney General Janet Reno and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, Bob Rubin—who all
grew up in south Florida. They’re fairly
happy about the outcome of the World Se-
ries.

You can tell that I am not running for of-
fice anymore; I might not have said that here.
[Laughter] But we are delighted.

When I was first elected President, I never
could have dreamed that a lot of the things
that would occur in the last 5 years have oc-
curred. I didn’t imagine then that millions
of people would be using the Internet every
day. When I was first elected President, there
were only 50 sites, and they were all the prov-
ince of physicists. I couldn’t have imagined
that the deficit would come from $300 billion
to zero in 5 years. And I could not have pre-
dicted that the Florida Marlins would be
here because they hadn’t even played a game
yet. [Laughter] That is a truly astonishing
achievement.

But what you did in a short time was a
gift to your magnificent leader, Jim Leyland,
for a lifetime in professional baseball. And
all of us who are baseball fans of whatever
team had to be happy about that.

And of course, a manager can’t win with-
out talented players and without teamwork.
Livan Hernandez dazzled us with his pitch-
ing and became only the second rookie ever
to win the World Series MVP Award. Charles
Johnson’s defense earned him the Gold
Glove as catcher for the third year in a row.
Edgar Renteria’s name will live in baseball
history forever for ending one of the most
exciting World Series in history with his two-
out single in the bottom of the 11th. You
know, those games got so long, some of us
really did want them to go on forever after
a while. [Laughter]

Baseball, I think, made a huge comeback
as America’s national pastime in this World
Series, thanks to the magnificent competition
which you won deservedly.

You know, a lot of the players on this team
are newcomers to our country, and so are
many of the fans of the Florida Marlins. I
suppose it’s only right that the capital of the
Americas would take its turn as the baseball
capital of the world. But even more impor-
tantly, we should be proud of the example
this team set, proving once again that people
of very different ethnic backgrounds can play
together and win together. Now, it may not
be the precise same Marlin team that played
the Indians last year that takes the field on
opening day, but if the players keep the same
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